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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the applicant's communication filed on October 03, 2003. 

2. The preliminary amendment filed on October 03, 2003 has been entered as to the merits. 

3. Claims 1-71 are pending and presented for examination. 

Priority 

4. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

5. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on November 16, 2004 is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, it has placed in the application 
file. The information referred to therein has been considered as to the merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 2, 3, 16, 17, 30, 31, 58, and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which appHcant regards as the invention. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "said database" in 2. 
Claim 16 recites the limitation "said database" in 3. 
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Claim 30 recites the limitation "said database" in 3. 
Claim 58 recites the limitation "said database" in 3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

As per claims 3, 17, 31, and 59, they are rejected under the same analysis in virtue to the 
dependency of their base claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

8. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

9. Claims 29-42 are rejected imder 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter, specifically directed towards a program, per se. 

Claims 29-42 recite a computer program product containing computer program code 
means for providing an adaptive user interface to a data repository. It appears that the computer 
program is a program se per or software per se, which is not intended to be limited to any 
particular programming language and implementation thereof. The claims as written and taken as 
a whole are directed to a mere program listing, i.e., to only its description or expression, which 
can be written on a piece of paper. Therefore, to be statutory the claims must be embodied in 
computer-readable medium. However, claims 29-42 as written are not embodied on a computer- 
readable mediimi needed to realize the program's fimctionality. 

Therefore, they are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as being drawn to non-statutory subject 

matter. 
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10. To expedite a complete examination of the instant application, the claims rejected under 
35 U. S. C. 101 (nonstatutory) above are further rejected as set forth below in anticipation of 
applicant amending the claims to place them within the four statutory categories of invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinaiy skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 1-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosensteel et 
al. (U. S. Pat. No. 6,167,405) in view of Fenton et al. (U. S. Pat. No. 6,990498). 

As per claims 1,15, and 29, Rosensteel et al. disclose a method and system for 
facilitating creation of warehouse requests by automatically populating a data warehouse system 
wherein a repository tool is used for storing a number of objects such as source and target 
databases (See Rosensteel et al. Title, abstract, and col.2, line 63 through col.3, line 10). In 
particular, Rosensteel et al. disclose the claimed limitation of, providing a data repository, said 
data repository having associated meta-data (See Rosensteel et al. Fig.l in conjunction with 
element 15 and col.4, lines 60-64). 

It is noted, however, Rosensteel et al. did not specifically disclose the claimed limitation 
of, dynamically generating said user interface having interface elements that are dependent upon 
said meta data, operation of said interface controlled by events that also are dependent upon data 
in said data repository and said meta-data. On the other hand, Fenton et al. achieved this claimed 
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feature by providing a dynamic graphical index website content having interface elements and 
meta-data (See Fenton et al. Abstract, col.3, lines 4-14; coLl 1, lines 31-55). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention to combine the teachings of Rosensteel et al. with the dynamic graphical index of 
website content taught by Fenton et al. The motivation being to have enhanced the system of 
Rosensteel et al. by allowing it to search and display the information about meta-data content 
available on the website which enables a user to user for content according to the information 
presented graphically (See Fenton et al. col.l, lines 64-67). 

As per claims 43 and 57, most the limitations of these claims have already been discussed 
in the rejection of claims 1,15 and 29. Therefore, they are rejected on similar grounds 
corresponding to the arguments given to the rejected claims 1,15, and 29 above. In addition, the 
combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et al., as combined, disclose the limitations of, 
storage unit for storing data, a processing unit coupled to said storage unit and a server (See 
Fenton et al. col. 17, lines 37-46; col. 18, lines 22-36). 

As per claims 2, 16, 30, and 58, the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et al., as 
combined, disclose the limitations, wherein said generating step comprises the step of checking 
said data repository to ensure said database has associated meta-data, said meta-data defining 
relationships in said data repository (See Rosensteel et al. col.3, line 62 through col.3, line 2). 

As per claims 3, 17, 31, 46, and 59, the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et al.. 
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as combined, disclose the limitations, wherein said generating step further comprises the step of 
building a menu as a tree object using said meta-data, levels in said tree being built from said 
meta-data (See Fenton et al. Figs 2 and 3, coLl, lines 36-44; col.7, lines 58-64). 

As per claims 4, 18, 32, 47, and 60, the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et al., 
as combined, disclose the limitations, further comprising the step of accessing said user interface 
using a browser (See Fenton et al. col.2, lines 2-3; Fig.8, col.l5, lines 4-18). 

As per claims 5, 19, 33, 48, and 61, the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et al., 
as combined, disclose the limitations, further comprising the step of generating web pages for 
delivery to said browser to provide said user interface (See Fenton et al. col.2, lines 2-11; col.4, 
lines 10-60). 

As per claims 6, 20, 34, 49, and 62, the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et al., 
as combined, disclose the limitations, wherein said interface elements comprise a main menu, 
said main menu being an expandable, hierarchically structured object (See Fenton et al. Figs 2 
and 3; col. 14, line57 through col. 15, line37). 

As per claims 7, 21, 35, 50, and 63, the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et al., 
as combined, disclose the limitations, further comprising the step of building said main menu 
dependent upon said meta data (See Fenton et al. Figs 2 and 3; col.l4, line57 through coL15, 
line37). 
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As per claims 8, 22, 36, 51, and 64, the combination of Rosensteel et ai, and Fenton et al, 
as combined, disclose the limitations, wherein said meta-data comprises any one or more of the 
following: sort order, display name, hierarchy, table ID, target object, navigation URL, and 
initial expansion (See Fenton et aL col.3, lines 4-14; coL17, lines 13-25). 

As per claims 9, 23, 37, 52, and 65, the combination of Rosensteel et al and Fenton et al., 
as combined, disclose the limitations, further comprising the step of invoking a search screen, a 
list screen or a detail page if a menu item is selected (See Fenton et al. col. 13, line 47 through 
col.14, line42). 

As per claims 10, 24, 38, 53, and 66, the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et 
al, as combined, disclose the limitations, further comprising the steps of automatically 
generating and displaying search and navigation elements of said user interface (See Fenton et al. 
col. 13, line 47 through col. 14, line 42). 

As per claims 1 1, 25, 39, 54, and 67, the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et 
al., as combined, disclose the limitations, further comprising the step of providing at least one 
parameter pointing at said data repository to dynamically generate said user interface (See 
Rosensteel et al. col.7, lines 1-10). 

As per claims 12, 26, 40, 55, and 68, the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et 
al., as combined, disclose the limitations, further comprising the step of providing a imiversal 
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resource locator (URL) to a script location to run said user interface with said data repository as 
a parameter (See Fenton et al col.5, lines 3-57). 

As per claims 13, 27, 41, 56, and 69, the combination of Rosensteel et aL and Fenton et 
al, as combined, disclose the limitations, further comprising the steps of: providing another data 
repository, said other data repository having associated meta-data (See Rosensteel et al. Fig.l in 
conjunction with element 15 and col.4, lines 60-64); and dynamically generating said user 
interface having different interface elements that are dependent upon said meta data of said other 
data repository, operation of said interface controlled by events that also are dependent upon data 
in said other data repository and said meta-data (See Fenton et al. Abstract, col.3, lines 4-14; 
colli, lines 31-55). 

As per claims 14, 28, 42, 70, and 71 , the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et 
al., as combined, disclose the limitations, wherein said data repository is derived from a plurality 
of different database or transaction systems (See Rosensteel et al. Fig. la in conjunction with 
elements 18 and 20 and col.4, lines 39-52). 

As per claim 44, the combination of Rosensteel et al. and Fenton et al., as combined, 
disclose the limitations, wherein said data set satisfies a specified framework of said adaptive 
interface (See Rosensteel et al. col.3, lines 32-38; coL8, lines 50-55, and col.l 1, line 58 through 
col. 12, line 2). 
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As per claim 45, the combination of Rosensteel et ai. and Fenton et al, as combined, 
disclose the limitations, wherein said meta-data defines relationships in said data repository (See 
Rosensteel et al. col.3, lines 23-32, and col.5, lines 28-41, lines 56-62). 

Other Prior Art Made Of Record 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. U.S. patents and U.S. patent application publications will not be supplied with Office 
actions. Examiners advises the Applicant that the cited U.S. patents and patent application 
publications are available for download via the Office's PAIR. As an alternate source, all U.S. 
patents and patent application publications are available on the USPTO web site 
(vmw.uspto.govV from the Office of Public Records and from commercial sources. For the use 
of the Office's PAIR system. Applicants may refer to the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
http://vyww.uspto.gov/ebc/index.html or 1-866-217-9197. 

Points Of Contact 

14. Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier conraiunications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jacques Veillard whose telephone number is (571) 272-4086. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Fri. from 9 AM to 4:30 PM, alt. Fri. off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffi-ey Gaffin can be reached on (571) 272- 4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Jacques Veillard 

Patent Examiner TC 2100 



May 18, 2006 



